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MEMORANDUM 
*

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the District of Nevada

Howard D. McKibben, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted** February 11, 2008   

San Francisco, California

Before: NOONAN, THOMAS, and BYBEE, Circuit Judges.

The facts of this case are known to the parties and need not be repeated here. 

Fausto Robles-Pacheco appeals the district court’s denial of his motion under FED.

R. CRIM. P. 29(a) for a judgment of acquittal on three counts of violating 21 U.S.C.
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§ 841(a).  He claims that the evidence was insufficient to establish that he

possessed with an intent to distribute the drugs seized in an apartment leased to

him.

The evidence presented to the jury was more than adequate to permit a

reasonable trier of fact to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Robles-Pacheco

committed all essential elements of the three counts of the indictment.  United

States v. Terry, 911 F.2d 272, 278 (9th Cir. 1990); see also Jackson v. Virginia,

443 U.S. 307, 319 (1979).  The lease agreement, utility bills, money orders paying

rent for the apartment where the drugs were seized, and eye witness testimony,

among other evidence presented at trial, were sufficient to enable a rational trier of

fact to conclude beyond a reasonable doubt that Robles-Pacheco had dominion and

control over the apartment and the drugs therein.  United States v. Medrano, 5 F.3d

1214, 1217 (9th Cir. 1993).  The manner of packaging and quantity of drugs and

currency found were sufficient to enable a rational trier of fact to conclude beyond

a reasonable doubt that the drugs were intended for distribution.

The judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.


